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October I I, 2003 

Chalrmin Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Woshlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pallcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DN. 

A robust, campetltive marKet for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferior functbnallky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more foruevlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Clrlneo 
202 ~ i t h  Avenue 
Plne HIII, NJ 08021 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

The market must be competitive, with the ability to deliver products that meet 
the consumers needs and wants, 
industry has lobbied against now everyday technologies such as the cassette tape, 
VCRs, Digital Video Recorders such as TiVo. These technologies were all hailed as 
the end of Hollywood, the end of the theaters, etc. None of these innovative 
technologies would have been allowed to improve the lives of the consumer as they 
have done. We would not be able to watch DVDs at home. time-shift and space shift 
TV and music. Instead. we would be prisoners to their business models, and their 
short-sighted claptrapp which called the VCR the "boston-strangler." 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually not make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more fox 
devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Aaron Hickmann 
4 8 7 3  Excelente Dr 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
USA 

We've already seen how hard the entertainment 
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Chalrman Mlchaei K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital telwlsion. AS a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ?or Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competitWe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in manufacturers ablllv to Innovate for thelr 
customers. AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reCeWers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Knlerlemen 
2800 Forestview Dr 
Carpentersvllie, IL 601 10 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. AS a 
consumer and CLIzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovptlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgital televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Roy 
4828 Slayden Rd. NE 
Tacoma, WA 98422 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers nblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessnrlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receh'ers 
and Other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that limit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Tlmothy Kendall 
7339-3 Wlnthrop Way 
Downers Grove, IL 60516 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new product3 they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Rob Pugh 
622 N Howard W Aut 204 
Alexandrla, VA 22304 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 5:51:03 PM, 10111/03 5413023099 - 

October 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conununicationu Commission 
445 IZthStreefNW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I nm micing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for didfal televiuion. A8 a c o n m e r  
md  citizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robusf competitive market for conslllner electronics muit be rooted in manufacturen' ability to h o v n t e  for their customen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the itudioi to teil tcehnologists what new produeb they can 
create. Thi~ will reuult in producb thst don't necessarily reflect whnt connunen like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior fmctionality. 

If the FCC isuucs a broadcant flag mandate, I would actually be less Uely to make an invesbncnt in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for deviceu thnt limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadonst flag 
technology for die!.tsl television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sinoerely, 

Dale Feker 
1 B Valley Circle 
Charlottesville, VA 22903 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 5:51:52 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flaf technology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markt  for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. 'This will result in products that don't necessarily reflekt 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment, I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Luck 
911 S Jefferson Ave 
Apt 6 
Springfield, MO 65806 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell. 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create, This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Robert Berger 
15550 Wildcat Ridge 
Saratoga. CA 95070 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-receptiofi equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

John Amaral 
2 7  E Foster St 
Melrose, MA 02176 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchsel K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposRlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgita televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, cornpetitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mmufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and M could result In me belng charged more money for Infeilor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more lor devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

MaR Shoemaker 
2335 Bramblewood Ct. 
Waukesha, WI 53188 
USA 
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Chairmu, Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commisrion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I un writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flat technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my d&ts at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathon Lee 
5511 Noah Benedict 
Fresno, CA 93711 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal CommunicsCions Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 rn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "brosdcast flag" teohnology for digital television. A, s consumer 
and cihen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovstion, consumer Aghts, and the u l h a t e  adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufachuen' ability to innovste for their customen. nUowing 
movie itudics to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell teehnologiits what new productl they C M  

create. This will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
chaged more money for inferior hcticnnlity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to m&c on investment in DN.capnble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rightl at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flag 
technology for digid television. That& you for your h e  

Sinoerely, 

Christopher Tuttle 
8186 Regents Rd. #ZOl 
San Diego, CA 92122 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Christopher Granade 
PO Box 751617 
Fairbanks. AK 9 9 7 7 5  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghto. and the ultlmate 
adoptlOn of DW. 

A robust. competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllily to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor funetlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollwood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e  

Slncsrely, 

Mlchael Benson 
1463 ManorWay 
Freeland. WA 98249 
USA 
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October 11, 2DD3 

Chairman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlsion. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavatlon. consumer rlahts. and the ultimate 
adoptlon o? DN. 

A robust. campetltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

Mlchael Passer 
8962 East 54th Street 
Raytown, MO 64133 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communicationi Commission 
445 12th Week NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 m Writing to voice my oppolition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal televimon. An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robuof competitive market for consumer electronic8 must be rooted in mmufachirem' sbUy  to innovate for their cuotomem. Altowing 
mods studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolo@Bti whst new products they can 
cresta. This will result in products that don't necessafily reflect whst consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hction&ty. 

lfthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandnte, I would mtuaUy be less likely to m&e en investment in DTV-capable receivem and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights st  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Tnmk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rob knauerhase 
4926 SW Corben Ave. 11108 
Portland, OR 97239 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Commdcstions Commiesion 
445 12th Streef Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m miting to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandsted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. An a consumer 
and citizen. I feel sbongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights. and the u l h s t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electrodcs must be rooted in mmufschwen' sbility to innovate for thek customem. Allowing 
movie itudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologistm whst new products they cnn 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers IiLe me sctudy want, and it could result in me being 
chnrged more money for inferior i%nctionallty 

lfthe FCC issues s brosdcast flsg mandate, I would actually be less likely to maLe an investment in DN-capable receivem and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices thst h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcnot flsg 
technology for digital television. Tnnnk you for your time. 

Shoerely, 

Richard Shaw 
I12 South Lsfayette Street 
Denver, CO 80209 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

ChsirmM Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opponition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcad flag" teehnology for digital television. As s coniwner 
and cihen, I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for h o v d o n ,  consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonico muvt be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovste for their customen. Allowing 
movie studiom to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the siudioi to tell teehnologima what new productl they C M  

create. This will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen lite me aciudy want. and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondiry. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aciudy be less liteiy to m&e nn investment in DTV-capsbie receiverm and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your h e .  

Sineerely, 

DM Liebgold 
2620 A h n s  Ave. 
Smta Monics, CA 90404 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrrnan Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mPnufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Tyler Jenklns 
7070 laJean 
Byron Center, MI 49315 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

David Mahida 
7 Scyamore Way 
Warren, NJ 07059 
USA 
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October 1 1, 2003 

Chilrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communbatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposition to any FCCmandnted ndoptlon of "broadcast ring" technology for dlgltnl televlslon. AS a 
consumer and CklZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Max Rlble 

Sunnyvale, CA 94088 
234 N Murphy Ave. 

USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Chalrman Michael K. Powell 
Fedenl Comrnunlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and Cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eledronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllm/ to Innovate for thelr 
customers. AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlli result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Andrew Lanoford 
634 E. Norman Ave 
Arcadla, CA 91006 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Kimberlee Chestnut Chang 
21 Medford St. 
Medford, MA 02155 
USA 


